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consciously felt-into; whereupon the preformed images
are awakened from their slumber, emerging as effective
factors in the mental process, although in unrepresentable
form, rather like invisible stage managers behind the
scenes. Being merely activated function possibilities, they
are without contents, therefore unimaginable; accordingly,
they strive towards realization. They draw the stuff of
experience into their shape, presenting themselves in facts
rather than presenting facts. They clothe themselves in
facts, as it were. Hence they are not a known starting-
point, like the empirical fact in concrete thinking, but
only become experienceable through their unconscious
shaping of the stuff of experience. Even the empiricist
can arrange and shape the material of his experience; he,
nevertheless, forms it, as far as possible, after a concrete
idea which he has built up on the basis of past experience.
The abstractionist, on the other hand, shapes after an
unconscious model, only gaining an a posteriori experience
of the ideay which was his model, by a consideration of the
phenomenon he has formed. The empiricist, working
from his own psychology, is always inclined to assume
that the abstractionist shapes the material of experience
in a quite arbitrary fashion from certain pale, feeble; and
inadequate premises, measuring as he does the mental
process of the abstractionist by his own modus procedendi.
The actual premise, i.e. the idea or root-image, is, however,
just as unknown to the abstractionist as, in the case of the
empiricist, is that theory which, after such and such experi-
ments, he will subsequently build up out of experience.
As was explained in an earlier chapter, the one sees the
individual object and interests himself in its individual
behaviour, while the other has mainly in view the
relations of similarity between objects, and disregards the
individuality of the fact Amidst the disintegration of
multiplicity he finds more peace and comfort in what is